LILLOOET LAND and RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN

Table Meeting October 29 & 30, 1999

Royal Canadian Legion, Lillooet

MEETING SUMMARY



Attendees:

Community Resources Board:  Mike Nikkel, Karl Delling, Mike Kennedy, Chris O’Connor, Betty Weaver, Linda Hume

Public Participants:  Norma Wilson, Desiree Mou (alt.), John Edgar, Sue Duxbury (alt.), Tom Nichols, Bill Wareham (alt.), Sylvia Waterer, Kevan Bracewell (alt.), Janika Wright, Santokh Attwal (alt.), Brad Bennett, Dave Dobi (alt.), John Leighton, Jack Carradice, Jay MacArthur, Brian Wood (alt.), Greg Dixon, Dennis Perry, Barry Menhenick (alt.) 

Provincial Government:  Donna Romain, Sandy MacDonald (alt.), Dave Horne, Rob Gowan, Jim Britton, Dawna Harden (alt), Mike Hanry, Bernie Ivanco, Graham Strachan, Jacquie Rasmussen (alt.)

Federal Government:  Dean Watts

Local Government:  Russ Oakley, Kevin Taylor, Sheila McLean

Staff:  Trevor Chandler, Bruce Walter, Phil Whitfield, Susan Omelchuk, Marc Imus

Guests & Observers:  Dan Peterson, Leah Hartley, Ted Crouch, Vic Hamm, Susan Senger, Ron Friesen, Ken Waite, Heather Leighton, Will Robins, Doug Radies, Jonathan Kerslake, Gillian Smith

Documents:

Mailed Documents:

October 29, 30 LRMP meeting agenda

September, 1999 Table meeting summary

In-meeting Documents:

Open House Participation Guidelines

Open House letter to community participants

TNRD Growth Management Strategy

August 17, 1999 letter from John Allan, Deputy Minister.  Re:  Forest Service Road Maintenance Funding Policy



Resource Objectives and Strategies:

Old�New��4.2	Water�4.1	Biodiversity��4.4.1	Moose�4.3	Fish��4.9	Recreation�4.4.2	Mountain Goat��4.10	Visuals�4.4.3	Bighorn Sheep��4.11	Transportation�4.4.4	Mule Deer��4.12	Paleontology�4.4.5	Predators��4.14	Minerals�4.5	Red & Blue��4.16	Tourism�4.5.1	Spotted Owl��4.17	Lands�4.5.3	Fisher��4.18	NDT 4�4.6	Community��12	Implementation & Monitoring�4.8	Range���4.13	Agriculture���4.15	Timber���4.19	Access���5.2	Community/Crown Interface RMZ��Notes on CRB Scenario for meeting

Analysis Sub-Committee – Analysis Package, Dan Peterson

Treaty Negotiation Information Bulletin – Canada & BC Present Land & Cash Proposal to In-Shuck-ch N’Quat’qua.



List of Action Items:

MAA - Dean Watts will contact Gord Enemark regarding the MAA to incorporate various values (commercial/recreational/aboriginal fishery values, bequest values and opportunity costs.)

Phil Whitfield to give an update on treaty negotiations at November meeting.

Kwoiek - Bernie Ivanco, Greg Dixon and Jim Britton to develop objectives.  

Blowdown Lake - Dave Dobi, John Edgar, Bernie Ivanco and Mike Hanry to develop objectives and confirm boundary. (John suggests a trip to the lake to discuss wetlands issues.)

Cerise Creek - Bill Wareham, Dave Dobi, Bernie Ivanco and Brian Wood will develop objectives.

Downton Goats - Donna Romain, Bernie Ivanco, Mike Hanry, Kevan Bracewell and Jim Britton to develop objectives and strategies.

Bendors – Bernie Ivanco to do first draft of objectives.  Bill Wareham to look at northern boundary to come back to Table with recommendation.

Antoine/Fred – Review Bill Spencer’s draft objectives: Jonathan Kerslake (or Bill) and Mike Hanry.  Also look at Apple Spring area for consideration of special vs. general management.

Cayoosh – Donna will edit the objectives (previously drafted) for this unit and send out for comments by Nov. 12 with map.

Donna R., Kevan & Sylvia, Al Raine, Dave D., Desiree M., Bernie I., Brian W., Tom N. and Sheila M. to meet on Nov. 24th, 10:00am, Lillooet Forest District.   

Pavilion Lake - Mike Hanry will edit Pavilion Lake objectives to include ecological reserve at bottom of lake.

Marble Canyon – fine-tune northern boundary – Mike Hanry, Dave D., Bernie and Sheila McLean 

Yalakom Landscape Unit/Shulaps/Noaxe – draft objectives Meeting date:  9:00 am, Nov. 16, LFD

Jim Britton, Dave Dobi, Linda Hume, Bill Spencer (or Jonathan Kerslake), Bernie Ivanco, Dean Watts, Donna (and/or Phil Holman), Tom Nichols, Jacquie Rasmussen.

Susan to provide protected areas, seral stage, ecogeology and environmentally sensitivity maps for the Yalakom landscape unit.

Spruce Lake - Recreation, Tourism, 4-Wheel Drive Club and CRB to look at a more detailed map to make some recommendations to the Table on which roads should stay open vs. closures.

Jay MacArthur to e-mail matrix summary to Susan, Susan will e-mail to Table members (to get an understanding of the process.)

Matrix meeting:  Nov. 13, 10am-6pm at Rec. Centre; (Bernie, Norma, Mike, Sylvia, Jay)

Marc Imus to e-mail out matrix on Nov. 15 to Susan (for distribution to Table.)

Spruce Lake Strategic Plan meeting – Nov. 25, 10am, Legion Hall.

Upper Bridge - Bruce to coordinate the development of objectives for the Upper Bridge unit (including Nichols Creek.)  

Dean Watts to develop some objectives for priority watersheds, in particular, Upper Bridge and forward to Bruce as soon as possible.

Bridge Delta - Bernie to prepare options for Bridge Delta:  1) general management; 2) PA

French Bar Creek - Bernie to coordinate a meeting with Graham Strachan, Bill Wareham, Dean Watts and Mike Kennedy to draft objectives on the French Bar protected area.

Siwhe - Mike Kennedy will draft objectives for the Siwhe unit.

Horn Mountain - Brad and Greg will discuss the objectives/review facts for Horn Mountain further (potential for heritage/tribal park.)

Phair Creek - Bill W. will have a look at the FDP for Phair Creek and visit site to reconsider the conservation group’s proposal, and discuss whether general management is adequate.

Texas Creek – Dave D., Donna R., Bernie I., Betty W., Jacquie R. – field day, Nov. 2, LFD – 8:00





Start:  8:40 am



Introduction - Phil

Phil commended working groups on progress with the text.  Copies of latest versions available.

Agenda Review/Summary Review/Rumour Check/Housekeeping - Trevor

Agenda has included time for working group meetings in the evening, sign-up sheet provided.

Summary Review - comments from Dave Dobi were posted on the wall for review. �PST action (from last meeting) to look into First Nations’ proposal (if any) for PA at Pavilion Creek - Phil mentioned that the Forest Service has no record of proposals, will check further.

Rumour Check - Larry Pedersen (Chief Forester) response letter to Norma Wilson regarding TSR is available on the reading file.  

Siska Band - Greg has photos of logging at Mowhokam Creek.  Copy of Supreme Court decision on the injunction on the reading file.

Dean - question of how to look at order of magnitude impacts of objectives and strategies in general management.  Dan will be presenting timber supply impacts (asked for by the Table.)  Environmental impacts should be provided by environmental agencies (DFO, MELP).  This could feed into the Multiple Accounts Analysis (MAA). 

Action:  Dean Watts will contact Gord Enemark regarding the MAA to incorporate various values (commercial/recreational/aboriginal fishery values, bequest values and opportunity costs.)   (Need to hold another MAA working group meeting with Gord.)

Sierra Club - rumour about hiring a campaigner.  Sierra Club has hired Doug Radies (not a campaigner), introduced by Bill Wareham.  Doug will be helping with the review and editing of objectives and strategies - technical & editorial help.

Housekeeping - no parking in front of bakery.

Phil introduced Andrea Sissons' range alternate, Jacquie Rasmussen and Donna Romain’s  MELP alternate for this meeting, Sandy Macdonald.  Phil Belliveau will be Donna’s main alternate, for subsequent meetings.

Phil prepared a letter to send to Charles Caccia, MP (MP seeking Stoltmann Wilderness Park) to advise him of the LRMP process to establish protected areas.

Local government issues - Leah tabled the Thompson-Nicola Regional District’s Growth Strategy - applies to the eastern portion of the plan area (Pavilion Lake, Spences Bridge and Lytton).  IAMC has received a presentation on this.  Leah and Bob Finley have reviewed and it appears to be consistent with the LRMP.  Leah asked the Table to direct any questions about compatibility issues with the LRMP to her.  Any questions on content - contact the TNRD directly (Bob Finley or Greg Toma.)

Question of how this will link with the accelerated treaty process.  Leah mentioned that they all have to work toward consistency, but the growth strategy is not directly intended to influence the treaty process.  Directed more toward infrastructure, community development issues, etc.

Brad suggested an update from Phil at a later meeting on treaty negotiations.

Action:  Phil to give an update on treaty negotiations in November.



Presentation of Package 

It would appear that February 19th would be the earliest date to go the public (requiring that a final package is developed by Christmas).

Continuing work over the coming months required on general management text (and any text necessary for zones.)

Phil suggested getting working groups to get working consensus on the Descriptions of the Resource and Issues sections because these are important for public review.

Need to have a thorough review of objectives (end state to manage to) before sending the package off to government.

The options in the terms of reference need to be exhausted before anything goes to government.  Table discussion of mediation/arbitration.  Phil mentioned the need for Table members to come to consensus (as per the terms of reference.)  Bill Wareham suggested that it is important to plan for potential non-consensus items.  Detailed discussions on “next steps” will be left until the end of the meeting (depends on level of non-consensus.)

Kevin Taylor mentioned that alternates need to be brought up to speed on as much as possible so that the Table does not have to cover “old ground”.

Question of whether non-consensus items (options) would be taken to the public.  Phil confirmed that the package to go to the public would include the alternatives (defined by the Table.)  The Table can then review public input received on various options.

Sue Senger will be putting out an advertisement in the paper to ask for volunteers for the public open house (in Lillooet.)  Looking for more help from the Table.  Sue asked the Table members if they would like a presentation table, they should contact her as soon as possible.  Raffle will be run by the Lillooet and District Rescue Society 

Question of whether the presentation materials could move to other communities (i.e., Vancouver.)  LRMP Table members must contact their constituents to keep them informed.  There is already a commitment to advertise in Vancouver, possibly Kamloops.

Interest in presenting to communities outside the District.  Bill W. - request that the LRMP presentation information be made available for groups to present.  Betty expressed a concern with one group presenting the LRMP.  Bill W. feels this would be open to all (public, government).  Phil - if the Table comes to consensus on the entire package, it should not matter who is presenting (discuss that if we don’t reach agreement.)  Bill expressed that the key point is that there is another public (outside the district); important to get feedback.

John Leighton mentioned that his constituency is largely outside the District and he expects to be able to review the Plan with constituents in Vancouver.

Note:  PST to meet on Nov. 4th to discuss Open House/Communication strategy.



Scenario Reports



Conservation Sector Scenario - Bill Wareham & Tom Nichols - series of six maps presented. 

Biogeoclimatic zones contained within the grizzly options; some biogeoclimatic zones are not contained in protected areas.  

Protected areas map - Applespring was added to Antoine/Fred, Devil’s Lake extension is larger than that on the PAS options map.  Bendors - slightly larger PA than.  Relay Creek was taken out of the Spruce Lake proposed PA.  Upper Bridge - taken back from existing boundary.  Map was sent to Dan Peterson for analysis.  16% of the timber harvesting land base (THLB) is encapsulated in all the protected areas on the scenario map.  Percentages of the THLB are shown in each of the protected areas.  

3.  Grizzly options map - shows the amount of protection that overlaps with the grizzly options.  

4.  Deer winter range map – shows amount located within proposed PA’s.  79% of the undeveloped watersheds are contained within the Stein and the proposed PA’s.

5.  Operable/inoperable map.

6.  Representation of older age class forest map.  



Tom mentioned that similar line work is contained within the Tourism/Rec./Visuals Wildlife Scenario.  Representation numbers are summarized based on the LRMP area.

The amount of protected areas (including the Stein) is approx.: 30% 

The conservation sector scenario does not include special management zones (problematic designation that is being looked at by committee.)  The higher level of protected areas presented here is meant to address the values.



Graham mentioned that the Stein should be included in any presentation maps.  

Donna mentioned that grizzly data on the Stein is now available.

Lost Valley/Phair Creek - wildlife (grizzly) corridor for Phair Creek; protection at Lost Valley to address Melvin Creek proposal and potential overflow impacts.  Lost Valley - representation from hilltops to valley bottoms.



Timber Sector Scenario - Brad Bennett presented an overhead map.

Key Principles:  

12% protected areas, 

6% and 1% for biodiversity and identified wildlife.  

General management - 7% impact to the timber harvesting landbase, access management planning, balance between objectives and strategies, species-specific seral stage requirements. 

Spatial planning for species management and access to timber.

Funding priorities – (i.e., baseline information for wildlife is a priority.)  



Adaptive management is central to the timber principles; identify key species in the plan area and monitor over time to determine what the best solutions are.  Set population level targets.

Environmental monitor - reports to the implementation and monitoring committee (concept used in Alberta, Saskatchewan.) (Monitor deactivations; monitor bull trout holding areas and trail management, etc.)  

Representation - IDF, PP and BG are important considerations for representation in the plan.  

Upper Bridge - access vision needed to deal with conflicts.

Spruce Lake - same vision that was presented during proposal exercise.  Taylor, Cinnabar – flexible; access management is key. 

Noaxe - no need for PA, general management can address, stand or seral stage requirements, or access control.

Red Mountain - no need for PA, general management to protect wildlife.

French Bar Creek Canyon - protected area for IDF, PP and grasslands.

Yalakom landscape unit - priority for spatial and temporal planning; natural disturbance and ecological planning; potential for some deferrals; look at over 150 year cycle.  Need a replacement for areas that are deferred.

Fred/Antoine - protected area for representation purposes.

Burkholder (all 5 lakes) - goal 2 area.

Nine Mile - access and wildlife issues to be dealt with through general management; spatial planning to determine what would occur.  Access management over time.

Two Springs - protected area for representational features.  First Nations interests.

Arthur Seat - support as a protected area.

Siska - many environmentally sensitive areas - deal with through general management.

Kwoiek - priority for spatial planning - landscape unit level (special management).

Devil’s Lake and Blowdown Creek - protected areas - rehabilitation.

Molybdonite - general management (self-closing) - leave as is.

Cayoosh goats - special management zone - access control for wildlife and recreational use.  People management, access, and timber management.

Horn Mountain - small Goal 2 protected area - spiritual importance to First Nations (Cook’s Ferry Band); adaptive management around the area.

Cerise Creek - special management zone – access, visuals, trail and road integration.

Jones Creek - general management (access, wildlife)

Bendors - balance with recreational access; wildlife

Duffey Lake. park extension – do not support as a protected area (representation covered)

Upper Fountain Lake - was taken off since it was a bottleneck for forest development.



Tourism, Recreation, Visuals, Wildlife Scenario - Bernie Ivanco - map overhead presented.

Hurley, Upper Bridge - recreation, tourism, wildlife area

Spruce Lake - large area for tourism, recreation and wildlife.  Consensus on non-roaded status in Upper Tyaughton, Upper Gun and Lower Gun Creek and around Spruce Lake.  

Custodian on site at Spruce Lake (for improved management)

Concerns with visuals and air flights – need to develop objectives; forest health concerns.

Motorized recreation - 4 key areas identified on map:  1) Hurley River (west of Bralorne); 2) Mud Creek; 3) China Head Road; 4) North Laluwissin Creek.  Specific objectives needed.

Shulaps - recreation area, non-motorized proposed (non-consensus with heli-ski interests); lakes management needed; identify 7 access points and maintain access as it is today.  Some non-roaded areas identified.  Allow for mineral exploration - no new roads unless mineral development is economically feasible.

Yalakom, Hogsback – two hatched areas on Recreation/Tourism/Visuals/Wildlife map:  consensus on non-roaded, non-motorized, non-mechanized.

Larger Yalakom unit - tourism zone - access to timber maintained.

Antoine/Fred – consensus on PA

Marble Canyon - PA (boundary to be discussed further)

Ecological reserve on the bottom of Pavilion Lake – for preservation of stromatolites

Bendors - non-motorized, non-mechanized except for heli-access in winter; mineral exploration allowed (roads only built when minerals proven up.)



Cayoosh drainage - large recreation management zone

Melvin Creek - roaded tourism, 

Lost Valley - non-roaded, non-motorized in upper valley

Downton goats - non roaded, non-motorized

Upper Marriott - non-roaded proposed

Cerise Creek - non-roaded

Blowdown, Gott Creek - motorized recreation

Van Horlick Creek - winter non-motorized moving west to Cerise Creek



Texas Creek - maintain access with management of use levels.

Kwoiek - upland lake recreation area, uncertain as to where access should be controlled.  

Nicoamen - recreation interest (needs further discussion)



Sylvia mentioned that the lines for tourism (high) are mainly the backcountry areas - which require management other than general.  (It was felt that the front and mid-country areas could be addressed through access planning and/or general management.)  In contrast, the recreation lines show the areas that are considered important for all types of recreation.

Sylvia mentioned that the non-roaded areas also require some management of people (that address the level of use.)



Barry mentioned that there are growing numbers of bikes that use Spruce Lake.  On-site management needed for larger Spruce Lake unit (i.e., custodian concept proposed by Barry).

Need to define terminology (motorized, mechanized, roaded (and non-).



Community Resources Board (CRB) Scenario – Mike Nikkel presented a mylar overlay.  A handout was provided (summarizing the scenario).

Protected Areas:

Spruce Lake – 2 options described below

Bridge Delta - all except northeast extension (AB)

Marble Canyon - all except northeast section (boundary moved)

Skihist, Arthur Seat – PA status

Downton Goats – Goal 2 – grizzly, summer alpine tourism management

Antoine, Fred - wet sites, ESSF, IDF, domestic water 

Nine-Mile Ridge – wildlife importance, clarify mining interests on eastern boundary

Red Mountain - limit motorized access 

Devil’s Lake, Blowdown Lake - ? add to park

Yalakom Lakes – Goal 2 areas – Retaskit, Midway, Burkholder and Serpentine (Peridotite undecided)

Siska - PA? Or RMZ? (possible co-management with First Nations) - some unique ecosytems



Spruce Lake - Two Options:

1.  PA including Spruce, Upper and Lower Gun, Mid and Upper Tyaughton.  (6,400 ha of THLB)

RMZ 1- Slim, Relay, Lower Tyaughton - Leckie (deferral until wildlife values recovered in Slim) and lower portions of Bonanza, Taylor and Cinnabar. 

Stakeholder advisory group - Spruce Lake Resource Management Board.

Performance based resource extraction.

RMZ 2 – Eldorado and upper parts of Bonanza, Taylor and Cinnabar



2. PA including Spruce, Lower Gun, Upper Tyaughton (3,000 ha of THLB)

RMZ 1 – Mid-Tyaughton (deferral in Mid-Tyaughton until re-growth in Relay.)

RMZ 2 – Upper Gun, Eldorado and upper parts of Bonanza, Taylor, and Cinnabar - Mining only (no logging) - high mineral values, access restrictions to limit recreation.



Resource Management Zones (RMZs)

Slim, Relay, Lower Tyaughton, Leckie and lower portions of Bonanaza, Taylor and Cinnabar.  Mid-Tyaughton into RMZ if option 2.

Eldorado and upper parts of Bonanza, Taylor and Cinnabar.  Upper Gun into RMZ if option 2.

Upper Bridge – backcountry rec. and tourism; modified road construction standards.

Burkholder, Shulaps – attention to ultramaphic soils, wildlife, recreation values

Yalakom – wildlife habitat (especially riparian) logging deferral

Cerise Creek – objectives & strategies for recreation/timber/visuals

Bendors - SPNM, industrial access only in South Carpenter, defer logging in Bobb Creek.  McGillivray – access restrictions.



Question of representation in Siska - check to see if this is covered in the Stein.

Question of why there are two options at Spruce Lake – Answer: lack of consensus; harvesting in mid-Tyaughton is an interest, revert to natural condition overall.



Outside of RMZ’s - general management objectives and strategies apply.

Concerns with water, community interests – addressed through general management.  

Good quality of management is needed to implement general management.  A number of these items will have to be addressed through Implementation/Monitoring.



Performance-based industrial development - definite parameters set and measured against these after developments (applies to mining and logging.)

Question of Bobb Creek, South Carpenter access – intent is to limit loop road development and development of a number of different drainages.



Pearson Creek road - Barry mentioned that Gus is interested in some road improvements for this road (deteriorating).  Dennis mentioned that Ken Waite would be having a look at this road (approx. 100-ft. section sluffing off.)  Boundary considerations to be resolved.



Summary:

THLB - 5% in protected areas (not including the Stein)



Compared to Total PA options map - all green areas - approx. 14.2% within the THLB (not including the Stein.)





Analysis Report - Dan Peterson 

Dan reviewed the analysis items identified by the Analysis Subcommittee and the Table summarizing net-downs.  Terrain Classification information helped to improve the information regarding environmentally sensitive areas (ESA’s).  Pulpwood Agreement 16 was added to the inventory information - 25,000 m3/year (within the Lillooet District.)  Coniferous stands over 80 years of age and fewer than 17 metres in height are part of the area included.

Sites with low timber growing potential - moved from 64,455 to 38,682 hectares.  

Approx. 40,000 hectares of the 296,000 ha timber harvesting landbase is part of the Pulpwood Agreement 16.

A bar chart was handed out that summarizes the biodiversity landbase.  Woodlots do not contribute to biodiversity under the current analysis.  

A significant number of old trees exist in the TSA, and a significant number of trees that we would not expect to see cutblocks on.

Biodiversity is approx. 7% of the 595,000 and 12% of the THLB (296,000).



The cut would be 661,600 m3 for the next 20 years, then 636,600m3 for the next 10 years, stepping down from there by 10% per decade.



Dan summarized the amount of cut coming from various landscape units in decades (as a percentage of the total THLB.)  Indication of what is available over time.  

Dennis - question of Spruce (3% of landbase) - 10% of the cut over the next 10 years.  Higher site productivity in Spruce Lake landscape units.



Question at grizzly meeting - what would happen if 25,000 hectares did not go back into the THLB?  Answer shown on graph - changes to THLB as a result of pulpwood agreement 16.  Shows when the switch to second growth forest occurs.  Dotted line dip in the graph is at this point (without PA 16.)  Even though there is a 7% change in the landbase, there is only a 2% decrease in the long term cut.



Existing stand volumes up & down 10% is shown on a graph.  Existing stand volume up 15% would push the cut of 636,600 out to hold it for six years.



A 2% THLB removal amounts to about 5,900 hectares.  (If 2% of 296,000 was moved out of THLB.)  11% per decade declines.



Brad mentioned that protected area proposals have a large degree of non-harvested areas - this can compound the impacts.



With a 10% THLB removal, can hold the current harvest for one decade.

With a 20% THLB removal - approx. 59,000 hectares is the result.  There is an approximate 20% reduction in the long-term harvest.



For grizzly bear, the objectives for the identified watersheds were used.  For grizzly bear management of mid seral for NDT 2 (CWH, ESSF) and NDT 3 (MS, ESSF) no stocking adjustments were applied.



The biodiversity guidebook – specifies 10% high, 45% mid, 45% low (10-45-45).  For full old seral requirements, with 1/3 of low biodiversity to be satisfied right now, there is no impact to the cut in the long term.

If there are more constraints on the highly productive sites, there could result in a higher impact.  There is not a direct cause and effect relationship (other factors to be considered.)



Full biodiversity guidebook requirements - the current harvest level would have to drop to 491,000m3 to get a 10% decline/decade.



No combined runs have been run yet on these scenarios.



Deer winter range - objectives applying to Fir-leading stands were run, no impact from mule deer winter range objectives.  If there is a requirement for no more than 13% of trees less than 20 years, there will be an impact down the road.  

Mule deer objectives for moderate snowpack - 250 year rotation - 15% greater than 250 years of age for shallow snowpack zone.  There is no impact when 50% is greater or equal to 125 years of age and 4% is greater or equal to 245 years of age.  These scenarios include clear-cut and select cutting for fir-leading stands.



Selective harvesting assumptions - 40% removal of select over the stand.  The 40% number is the average percentage in the TSA.



The last graph shows no landscape/stand level biodiversity or riparian management (with 9% of the THLB removed, and with 19% of the THLB removed.)

The scheduling of cut is an important consideration in the level of impact. 



Bernie asked about areas where harvesting has occurred outside of the timber harvesting land base.  There are some cases along the boundaries where harvesting will take place outside of the mapped THLB.



The land base reductions can be used to evaluate riparian areas or protection to determine the level of impact.  Question with respect to riparian - Dan ran the TSR with 10m buffers on S6 streams.  The impacts of running 10m buffers on S4s have such a small impact that it wasn’t worth running an analysis.  For the base case, numbers exist for riparian; there can be some interpolation of numbers at the working group level.



The range of % impacts can inform decisions at the Table.  Question around the impacts on jobs and community impacts.  This will be looked at through the multiple accounts analysis.





Single Scenario Construction 

There is a great deal of similarities in the line work.  There are a number of areas that have been identified as zones or something-other general management.  

Bill Wareham suggested getting agreement on some base level conservation objectives. 



Key Conservation Objectives:

Grizzly

Red and Blue listed species - suggestion to get support from Table.

Other Wildlife - winter range

Representation



Jack reviewed the final report from the Park Legacy project - maintaining biodiversity, maintaining ecological integrity is important.  Intense commercial developments should occur outside of parks.  Limitations on recreation (i.e., hunting) are another element of the report.  Jack has concerns with large degrees of protected areas.



Brad suggested that the grizzly working group needs to get a clear indication of the impacts of what’s being proposed.  There needs to be a higher level of understanding before the working group can come to agreement.



Common Line work (that may require RMZ or PA)

Marble Canyon

Antoine/Fred

Downton Goats

Arthur Seat

Burkholder, Serpentine, Retaskit

Blowdown Lake

Nine Mile Ridge

Spruce Lake

Upper Tyaughton

Upper Gun

Lower Gun

Spruce (or half of unit)

Leckie

Eldorado

Upper Bonanza Eldorado Mountain

Cerise Creek

Kwoiek (upper)

Bendors (upper portion)

McGillivray

Skihist Park extension



General Management - Baseline Management

Option B - Grizzly (seral stage requirements for grizzly need further discussion at the working group)

Mule Deer Winter Range



Points to Revisit:

Noaxe - access and wildlife management

Upper Bridge - grizzly management - option B

Laluwissen Creek - destination motorized recreation area



Management Objectives

Kwoiek - Bull Trout in the system, timber values near lakes, alpine-glacial hiking opportunities.  Need for boundary adjustment.  Owls present - addressed through general objectives.  Recreation and visuals are important.  Timber interest and mineral values present in the area.  Develop objectives for consideration as an RMZ.  Key values to manage within this zone - question of whether one value takes precedent over another.  Need to ensure that (in reviewing the objectives and strategies developed for RMZ’s) that other values are not negatively affected.  Can have some polygon-specific direction on access management (does not have to be considered a “hard-line” distinction.)  Values that occur in key areas may not need a resource management zone.  The recreation section can identify some specific areas that can be mapped within a given section of the plan.

Action:  Bernie, Greg and Jim to develop objectives for the Kwoiek unit.



Blowdown Lake – people, vehicle, recreation management.  This area was identified as an area for recreation management (access to Stein).  Identified as a Goal 2 site, main focus is to manage the impacts.  Protection of the lake shore is important.  Bruce suggested closed motorized access below the lake.  Boundary needs confirmation.  Access is a key issue in this area – does not require PA status.  Designate as Forest Service Rec. Site?  John Edgar does not agree with closing access at Blowdown Lake.  Betty mentioned that the issue around pulling the road back was around the interest of preventing impacts to the wetlands.



Action:  Dave Dobi, John Edgar, Bernie Ivanco and Mike Hanry to develop objectives for Blowdown Lake and confirm boundary. (John suggests a trip to the lake to discuss wetlands issues.)



Devil’s Lake - First Nations interests; Goal 2 special feature - meets the Goal 2 criteria (wildlife, First Nations values, high alpine lakes.)  Grazing tenure at Devil’s Lake.  Access management to Stein - boundary considerations.  Strong candidate for a Goal 2 protected area.  Need to accommodate grazing in PA in the objectives (template for other PA’s).



Cerise Creek - boundary considerations.  Riparian management, water quality and wildlife issues are important.  Recreation and timber values present.  (Potential RMZ.)

Action:  Cerise Creek - Bill Wareham, Dave Dobi, Bernie Ivanco and Brian Wood will develop objectives.



Downton goats - visitor recreation management; conservation of goats; access management.  Recommendation by CRB for protected area status.  Suggestion to draft objectives for this as a Goal 2 PA proposal.  Long-established goat hunting area - primary objective would be conservation objective to get populations back up - need to define a threshold level at which hunting could be allowed in the objectives/strategies.  

Action:  Downton Goats - Donna Romain, Bernie Ivanco, Mike Hanry, Kevan Bracewell and Jim Britton to develop objectives and strategies.



Skihist – extension of existing park; objectives and strategies to be developed.



Arthur Seat (Scarped Range) - objectives and strategies have been developed.  Hunting is allowed.  This area is proposed as a protected area with an ecological reserve.  The ecological reserve has no hunting while the PA outside of this (which covers the Scarped Range) would allow for hunting.



Bendors - maintain unroaded wilderness, non-motorized, non-mechanized.  Boundary adjustments to be made.  Grizzly bear core conservation area, wilderness recreation management objectives, access considerations.  McGillivray Pass - different considerations?  High value mineral area.  RMZ to be defined for this unit:  (Discuss RMZ vs. PA.)

Action:  Bendors – Bernie Ivanco to do first draft of objectives and confirm agreed boundary.  Bill Wareham to look at proposed alternative northern boundary to come back to Table with recommendation including objectives for extended area.   



Antoine/Fred - Bill Spencer has a draft set of objectives.  Proposed as a protected area.  Action:  Antoine/Fred – Review Bill Spencer’s draft objectives: Jonathan Kerslake (or Bill Spencer) and Mike Hanry. 



Evening Working Group Meetings:

Community - work on non-consensus items;

Tourism/Recreation/Wildlife - Bendors and Cayoosh to be discussed.



Meeting Adjourn:  5:00 p.m.

Saturday, October 30



Start:  8:45 a.m.

1.	Evening Working Group Meetings

Note:  Multiple Accounts Analysis - should be available for next meeting.

Community Meeting - went through Cultural Heritage (some changes).  Some revisions to Community (from Agriculture.)  Next meeting, the Community group will review Crown Lands and seek consensus on the Crown/Community Interface map.  Dave Dobi comments to be reviewed in Cultural Heritage.



Recreation/Tourism/Wildlife Meeting 

Bendors - Bernie will do re-draft for next meeting, boundaries will be refined for a zone map (Bill Wareham will look at northern boundary to come back with a recommendation.)  Differing opinions on whether special management is necessary.  

Cayoosh - Donna will re-draft objectives for this unit.  Consensus on Downton goats area.  Access at key points will be an integral part of the re-draft.



Review and summary of Friday’s session and direction for remainder of day

Pavilion Lake - objectives and strategies have been developed, need to be edited to include an ecological reserve for the bottom of the lake.  Underwater Council of BC will act as wardens for management of the lake bottom.  Action:  Mike Hanry will edit Pavilion Lake objectives to include ecological reserve at bottom of lake. 

Marble Canyon – Action:  fine-tune northern boundary – Mike H., Dave D., Bernie & Sheila M.



Applespring - Bill Spencer had discussed previously a request for management of the area for ecological characteristics.  Wildlife, IDF representation, and First Nations values - Sierra Club has proposed a protected area for this area.

Action:  Fred/Antoine group to also look at Applespring area for consideration of special vs. general management.

First Nations issues - government to government negotiations.  Table recognition of those interests (i.e., Cultural Heritage section) is important.  Bill W. expressed that cultural values presented to the Table will inform the drafting of objectives for Applespring.  Dave D. requested supporting information (and objectives) for this proposal – Status of area yet to be determined once these objectives come back to the Table.



Yalakom/Burkholder Lakes - Objectives exist for the larger area, objectives for the lakes can be extracted from this document.  The timber scenario included objectives for managing the Yalakom landscape unit (LU), longer term planning for the entire area (similar to the type of modeling Gordon Weetman has described.)  This can also address the Yalakom Creek and recreation issues.

Dean Watts mentioned that the Yalakom watershed is considered a priority watershed (at the federal, provincial level) and has been identified as a priority watershed by the Fish Working Group.  Bernie mentioned that this is a primitive area, which could be considered under a PA proposal over a portion of the area.

Shulaps/Noaxe - access, wildlife issues are a separate issue than the Yalakom so may deserve a different zonation than the Yalakom.



Action:  Draft objectives for the Yalakom Landscape Unit & Shulaps/Noaxe.

Meeting date:  9:00 am, Nov. 16, LFD

Group to draft objectives for Yalakom/Shulaps/Noaxe:  Jim B., Sylvia, Dave D., Linda Hume, Bill S. (or Jonathan), Bernie, Dean W., Donna (and/or Phil Holman), Jacquie, Mike H.

Action:  Donna to get a seral stage map for this meeting.

Action:  Susan to provide a protected areas map (line work) for the unit.



Spruce Lake Area 

	The CRB discussed pulling back access in the upper area.  Desire to keep traditional trails open from the 4-wheel club.  

Action:  Recreation, Tourism, 4-wheel drive club and CRB to look at a more detailed map to make some recommendations to the Table on which roads should stay open vs. closures.  

The timber sector is open to Slim and Upper Relay being included in the RMZ.  



Break:  10:00 - 10:20



Spruce Lake - Overhead Exercise (showing management other than general):



Spruce Lake Core sub-unit - consensus on protected area.



Brown zone – Upper and Lower Gun, Eldorado, Upper Bonanza & portion of Taylor, Cinnabar

Options:

RMZ/SMZ - recreation, tourism, wildlife, mining. 

Protected Area

Concern expressed from Tourism (Sylvia) & BCWF (Jack) that the management regime would be different between PA and SMZ (implications on use, management of the area.)



Orange zone - includes all sub-units except Lower Slim and Lower Relay.

Dave Dobi mentioned that in order to do forest management, a larger area of protection would require a smaller RMZ (fewer restrictions) outside of the protected area.  This is largely dependent on management within the special management zone (dependent on constraints on timber development.)  

Dean mentioned that the Gun Creek and Tyaughton drainages are priority areas from a fisheries perspective.  

Options:

RMZ/SMZ – recreation, tourism, wildlife, timber harvesting, mining

Protected Area



Red zone - recreation, tourism, conservation, timber and mining.

Options:

RMZ/SMZ – conservation, recreation/tourism, timber, wildlife, mining

Same management as orange zone

No protection proposal.  The larger red zone was proposed to be a transition buffer zone around the core area (manage effects on wildlife); spatial planning could be used to strike a balance with wildlife, recreation, tourism and other users.

General management – as proposed by John Edgar (see Discussion.)



Discussion:  Recreation, tourism values require some management (over a larger area) in order to maintain conservation values.  Concern from 4-wheel drive club (John Edgar) on limiting opportunities for motorized recreation (has to be part of the priorities in the area.)  Tom mentioned that as pressures from growing numbers increase, there would be a need to manage impacts (through special management.)  Betty mentioned that Slim, Relay and Paradise are areas that have current motorized recreation.



Bernie mentioned that motorized recreation could include access-staging points.  Access-related issues require some further discussion.



Upper Tyaughton

Jack proposed Upper Tyaughton be included as a non-roaded area.  Mining would be allowed, with industrial roading only (or access through other sensitive means) and roads removed following the removal of the mineral resource.

In the upper Tyaughton unit, there are timber interests at the eastern edge of the unit.

Dean - the Tyaughton basin is vulnerable to access-related impacts due to Bull Trout issues.



Tom asked whether the upper Cinnabar basin could be included in the orange zone.  There are no logging plans or significant timber - this finger was added to the orange zone.



Betty mentioned that there are different mining interests in Eldorado vs. Lower Gun (differentiation needed.)



Jim asked why lower Slim was not included in the orange zone.  The upper portion of Slim has minor impacts on the timber interest (approx. 84ha of THLB) whereas lower Slim is a harvesting area.



Brown a - Upper Gun and Lower Gun: 2,700 ha  (0.25%) of THLB

Brown b - Eldorado 49 ha, Upper Bonanza 245  - approx. 300 ha (1%) of THLB

Leckie - 704 ha THLB.



Orange zone - 8,950 ha (3.02% of 296,000 ha THLB)

Spruce - 684 ha THLB (0.25% of total THLB)



Dan reviewed the graph for the 2% THLB removal - allows for the current harvest to be maintained for the next 20 years.

With a 4% THLB removal, there could be a higher % decline 12%-15% decline.  There could be a drop in the harvest level below the long term cut at approx. 120 years.



Antoine (3325 ha) + Fred (588 ha) + Marble (406ha) + Arthur Seat (1019 ha) = 5338 ha (1.8% of timber harvesting landbase.)



If the percentage decline were increased to approx. 12%, the current harvest level could still be held for twenty years.  Removing Leckie, Upper Relay and Bonanza would leave in:  5,400 ha (approx., 2%)  Not much difference in terms of impacts (can still hold current cut for approx. 20 years.)



Question of the cumulative impacts of biodiversity, grizzly and PA options.  Dan mentioned that the biodiversity and grizzly objectives for early seral stage requirements can have significant impacts.  The placement of protected areas is important in the analysis of impacts.



Discussion of how to proceed with Spruce Lake:

Norma asked whether Spruce Lake could be discussed in an intensely facilitated session (i.e., Dan Johnston.)  Sylvia mentioned that Dave Bacon and Monty Downs had talked about a similar approach.  Phil mentioned that significant progress has been made and would like to continue as much as possible before bringing Dan in (expensive) to develop a solution.

Sylvia felt that Spruce Lake is an important enough area to warrant the expenditure (since it could result in savings from a number of meetings.)  Norma mentioned that there is a concern with ending up with firmly entrenched options.  

Suggestion to develop an interim park management proposal.  Jim mentioned that one of the products the Okanagan-Shuswap Table developed provides the kind of information needed in park/protected areas planning and development.  Jay MacArthur suggested building a matrix to use for decision-making (similar to Chilko Lakes.)

Decision to develop a matrix of values for Spruce Lake.



Lunch - 12:00 - 12:45pm



Phil mentioned there are copies of the In-Shuck-ch N’Quat’qua Treaty Negotiations Information Bulletin on the present land and cash proposal.  



Dave Horne referred to the 10%THLB removal and explained that trees planted today could help fill in the fall in stock flow over time.  Younger trees grow faster than older trees so holding the cut for a longer period of time helps to remove over-mature trees and prevent drops in the long term cut.  Bernie explained some of the history to removal of older growth trees to bring into the managed forest (Sloan Commission) as background information.



Upper Bridge/Nichols Creek - proposed as an RMZ by the CRB.  Contained within a larger unit from the Tourism-Recreation proposal.  The timber proposal had this as a question mark (may be dealt with through access management), conservation scenario had this as an area identified for protection at Nichols Creek.

Conservation - Tom mentioned that Nichols was included for grizzly habitat, connection purposes and adding to the size of the larger wilderness area.

Recreation - Upper Nichols Creek - important area for ski touring, but Jay mentioned the lower area is not as important.  Upper Nichols Creek and Bridge Glacier are key areas for non-roaded, wilderness.  

Jack mentioned that timber access could be allowed, but access management is important and in certain cases, special management could work with restrictions on motorized hunting access for areas where game populations are of particular concern.  Concern from his sector with gates (perception of exclusion, private-type lands.)



Action:  Bruce to coordinate the development of objectives for the Upper Bridge unit.  

Action:  Dean Watts to develop objectives for priority watersheds, in particular, Upper Bridge and forward to Bruce as soon as possible.



Bridge Delta – Bernie to prepare options for Bridge Delta:  1) general management; 2) PA



Gwyneth Lake – included in the timber scenario.  This lake was located within a larger zone in the recreation/tourism scenario as a motorized recreation area.  Russ Oakley mentioned that this lake is identified in the Official Community Plan (OCP) as a potential park. 

Discussion points:  

Mike Hanry mentioned that Parks has looked at the attributes of this area, evaluated the technical aspects (topography and features of the area, muddy ground, etc.) and does not support this area as a park (better alternatives exist.)  

Russ Oakley mentioned that public consultation was part of the OCP; there is a community desire to have a park at Gwyneth Lake.  Russ feels he has an obligation to fulfill the desires of the community. 

Intent seems to be a “green dot” on the map to draw people for tourism and recreation; economic boost for the community of Gold Bridge/Bralorne. 

Gwyneth is reasonably close to Gold Bridge, fits with motorized recreation use areas and is a suitable primitive campsite.  John Edgar feels that Gwyneth Lake is the only appropriate location for this type of rec. site and could complement desire for a highway (Hurley).

Sierra Club is opposed to this as a park under the criteria of the Park Act (does not fit) and feels that there may be another designation that could be applied to this area.



Alternatives discussed:  

Regional park

BC Hydro park  (Russ - site is inappropriate – owned by Hydro; reservoir not always filled.)

Kingdom Lake – outlined in Bernie’s paper.  (Russ mentioned this is at the end of a road and does not cater to through traffic.)

Options:

General management

PA? (problems as identified above)

Both proposals see this unit as an intense motorized use area.  The difference of opinion is in the designation.  

No consensus was reached on Gwyneth Lake.



Duffey Lake Park extension - not in any of the scenarios.  MELP (Donna) proposed this to add a bit more CWH and to add a nice riparian area at that end of Duffey Lake.  Donna is willing to step away from this proposal.

Consensus:  general management is adequate for this unit.



Shorthorn Creek - considered self-protecting by the CRB (by its location.)  Grasslands were not considered under any threat.  Timber scenario would like this protected for representation purposes (PP and grasslands are under-represented.)  Sandy mentioned that the location might not be particularly limiting so it should be recognized as special.  Phil mentioned that a Land Act reserve might be appropriate for this area.  Bernie mentioned that the boundary was moved to the railway boundary since there are no plans to expand the railway right-of-way.  Also, Rocky Mountain Bighorn viewing area (may be appropriate to do some interpretation) at the rest stops nearby.  

Jack supports this as a protected area for representation purposes.  Graham mentioned there are no range tenures to limit this as a PA.  

Specific values, interests have been written up.  Graham suggested capturing the idea of undue restrictions on the railway right-of-way.  Mike clarified that this strategy would be for expansion of the railway (as opposed to providing gravel opportunities.)

Options:

General management (self-protected?)

Protected area (representation of PP & BG)

Land Act Reserve

No Resolution on designation of Shorthorn Creek.



French Bar Creek - Discussion of whether this is needed for representation reasons.  The grasslands are under-represented provincially and if this ecosystem is not covered adequately by Churn Creek, then this should be protected.  French Bar Canyon helps with bunchgrass representation - adds twice as much as Arthur Seat (and more than Shorthorn Creek.)  Grazing interests in French Bar, water interests for range/agriculture - opportunities.  Linda mentioned that there isn’t a great deal of grasslands here.  

Jim - confusion with the amount of grasslands that are protected (Cariboo-Chilcotin view that there is too much grasslands under protection.)  Trail inventory at French Bar creek, Boiler creek down to Spruce lake – sheep trail (could re-establish) - recreation values in the area.  Mike Kennedy mentioned that this area is not just grasslands but is a grasslands-IDF transition zone.  Graham mentioned that there are adjacent arable lands (and water concerns to service those lands) - Reynold’s Ranch area.  The LRMP could prescribe an ELUC designation to allow for water opportunities.  A Water Act application could also be processed for this before the park is designated (to establish existing use.)

Question of whether this is an important area for fisheries concerns.  Donna mentioned that this area is a Bull Trout area and considered important habitat (need objectives for this from Dean.)  The Goal 2 committee recommended that the existing squatters were to be recognized and it was not the intent to displace them.  Jim - concerns with supporting squatting on Crown Lands.

Fisheries and agriculture interests need to be defined (before this can become a protected area.)

Tentative agreement: protected area

Action:  Bernie to coordinate a meeting with Graham Strachan, Bill Wareham, Dean Watts and Mike Kennedy to draft objectives on the French Bar protected area.



Siwhe - Mike Kennedy mentioned that (other than the Stein) this is the only intact drainage that drains into the Fraser River and feels this area deserves special consideration.  It looks like there is approx. 767 hectares of the THLB in this unit.  The grizzly option B does not include the lower portions of this unit.  Brad felt that this area could be covered under grizzly general management (option B).  The protection proposal is seeking representation.  This may be an important area for recreation (has not been discussed in detail yet.)  Greg mentioned that the First Nations interest is around water quality.  Also, the First Nations do not want public access at the bottom (going through the reserve.)

Action:  Mike Kennedy will draft objectives for the Siwhe unit.



Horn Mountain  - timber sector has proposed this as a protected area.  Betty mentioned that this area might be considered too small for a protected area.  Greg mentioned that the First Nations interest is much larger than this area.  Objectives for management (Brad): spiritual area, road closure, and heritage/tribal park.  

Action:  Brad and Greg will discuss the objectives/review facts for Horn Mountain further (potential for heritage/tribal park.) 



Phair Creek - conservation sector proposed this as a protected area for movement opportunities for grizzly.  Bernie mentioned there are conservation values and wildlife concerns here (previous PA proposal.)  This area is now roaded and MELP feels that this area could be closed back at the Enterprise operating area (and will be under FDP review next week.)  Dave mentioned that access management is already in place.  What is being done here would be consistent with Option B grizzly - general management.

Action:  Bill W. will have a look at the FDP for Phair Creek and visit site to reconsider the conservation group’s proposal, and discuss whether general management is adequate.



Molybdonite Lake - lies within the Recreation/Tourism/Wildlife special management zone for Texas Creek.  Limiting terrain in this area; road is deteriorating over time.  Agreement that this be allowed to deteriorate (fits with wildlife, grizzly objectives.)  Strong interests in maintaining access up Texas Creek (2-wheel drive access).  Need to discuss zoning for Texas Creek to distinguish the access details.  There is also an interest in establishing a formal trailhead (by the Forest Service.)  Range tenures in the area.

Consensus to remove this from the list of potential protected areas.

Options:

RMZ

General management



Break:  3:00 - 3:25



Spruce Lake - Where to go from here?

Matrix meeting: 10:00am - 6:00pm, Lillooet Recreation Centre, Nov. 13th, Norma, Jay, Bernie, Mike, Sylvia - (This will be similar to the Chilko Lakes matrix.)

Strategic management plan: 10:00am, Lillooet Legion Hall, Nov. 25th.



Action:  Jay MacArthur to e-mail the matrix summary to Susan, Susan will e-mail to Table members (to get an understanding of the process.)

Action:  Marc Imus to e-mail out matrix on Nov. 15 to Susan (for distribution to Table.)



Texas Creek - Tuesday, November 2 at 8:00 - field day meet at Forest Service office.  (Dave D., Donna R., Betty W., Bernie I., Jacquie R.)



Cayoosh  - Donna will draft some objectives for the area and send out for comments by Nov. 12th.  Donna R., Kevan & Sylvia, Al Raine, Dave D., Desiree M., Bernie I., Brian W., Tom N. and Sheila M. to meet at 10:00am, LFD, on Nov. 24th. 



Adjourn meeting:  4:45 pm



Next Meeting:  November 26-27, 1999, Lillooet Legion Hall 
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